10 Rural, natural and peri-urban areas seem nowadays to become the object of conflicts and tensions because of their multi-11 functional nature. If these conflicts issue from opposing views about the use of land, they are also determined by the 12 spatial parameters that characterize the pieces of land affected by the projects of land-use transformation, and by the 13 antagonistic relationship between two or several units of action (farmers and local planners, for example). Therefore, 14 there is a need for a new management of rural (and peri-urban) areas, and this is the role of territorial governance, which 15 is the engine of local development, and the tool for better local compromises, involving periods of opposition and streams 16 of negotiation. Territorial governance has to take into account not only negotiations but conflict relations as well and to 17 include both interaction schemes into its framework. Our study assesses the role played by conflicts in land use within a 18 peri-urban context, based on studies on the Greater Paris region, and a case study on the use of agricultural soils on the 19 urban fringe. 
Introduction 22 Many authors nowadays consider that a new paradigm 23 of rural development is emerging in developed countries. 24 In reaction against the agro-industrial and hygienic model 25 of production based on the use of chemical inputs and sani- 26 tary control of products, it builds a representation of rural 27 spaces that differs from the exclusive dependence on agri-28 culture or urbanization 1, 2 . Additionally significant is the 29 rise of environmental and sustainable-development issues, 30 which are strongly impacting the design of rural activities, 31 especially agricultural activity, as well as influencing 32 public policies through their local implementations, in 33 particular via zoning processes (for example, in Europe 34 Natura 2000, habitat directives, green and blue belts, etc.). 35 This new paradigm emerges both in the local actors' 36 practices and procedures and in public policies, with rural 37 development seen as a multi-level, multi-actor and multi-38 faceted process 3 . Multi-level in the diversity of policies 39 and institutions designed to address the issues of rural 40 development, as well as the evolution of the agriculture-41 society relationship, taking into account the production relationship between two or several units of action 118 (farmers and local planners, for example). 119 As a matter of fact, there is a need for a new manage-120 ment of rural (and peri-urban) areas. Indeed, social and 121 political rules and the management of land require that 122 the users of rural and peri-urban land consult one another 123 to decide on how to use land, how to manage the environ-124 ment, the landscape and productions, and how to 125 contribute to the uniqueness of each territory. This is the 126 role of territorial governance, which is the engine of 127 the development of local areas, and the tool for better 128 local compromises, involving periods of opposition and 129 streams of negotiation. As we will demonstrate later, 130 territorial governance has to take into account not only 131 negotiations but conflict relations as well and to include 132 both interaction schemes into its framework. 133 Indeed, contemporary research tends to focus on con- 
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The debate about land-use conflicts is regularly justified 159 by concerns about the management of open, agricultural 160 or natural spaces and to the conflicts that take place in 161 these spaces [8] [9] [10] . After having highlighted the problematic 162 disappearance of the rural lands that used to surround 163 towns and cities-a disappearance caused by the increas- munities and the urban society. In this perspective, the 171 heterogeneity of the processes of resistance indicates that 172 they are strongly dependent on the inherited historical 173 and cultural resources of the rural communities. Since 174 the late 1990s, conflicts in peri-urban areas seem to have 175 again become an object of study for rural experts, par-176 ticularly because of the increase in social concern about 177 environmental problems 10 , but also because of the 'dis-178 appearance' of the rural-urban societies opposition and 179 the emergence of a new set of 'rural' qualities which are 180 In order to define the conflict as an object of study, 214 we used a conceptual framework based on criteria that 215 331 most frequent are those linked to urban waste and sewage 332 management, before those linked to illegal parking, 333 dwelling and commercial areas or transport infrastruc-334 tures (mainly road construction).
335
Among the conflicts triggered by groups opposing the 336 urbanization of agricultural land, three scales of conflicts 337 can be distinguished that correspond to different categor-338 ies of contested objects and uses. They are the conflicts 339 related to regional development, those related to the 340 management of municipal land, and those related to the 341 consequences of urbanization.
. 359 Neighborhood conflicts against farming 360 nuisance, not so numerous 361 As suggested by the previous results, and contrary to the 362 opinion of many experts, neighborhood disagreements are 363 not the main source of conflict in peri-urban areas. This 364 category still groups 22% of our collection and shows an 365 interesting variety of patterns. 366 If some articles record the case of neighbors specifically 367 contesting cropping or livestock farming activities, 368 another frequent case is the one against agri-food storage 369 and logistic facilities developments and two cases concern 370 the polemics about agricultural land development (drill-371 ing and land regrouping) and their environmental 372 consequences upon the scarcity and quality of natural 373 resources (here water and groves). 374 In terms of social interactions, even if personal 375 interests are the main motivation of the contestants, 376 inter-individual oppositions are not the norm in this 377 category. Individuals often regroup within collective 378 organizations in order to reach their elected representa-379 tives' attention and initiate an institutional regulation 380 process or, also, to engage in litigation. 381 Finally, neighborhood conflicts can also be categorized 382 not by farming activities but by rural dwellers' activities, 383 The press records here the original situation where 455 We will demonstrate that these conflicts are part of the 456 territorial governance process, and that they occupy a 457 particular position in this complex arrangement. They are 458 ways to improve the decision around the development of 459 the territories and the choice of uses for agricultural soils. 460 The notion of governance is rather blurred and 461 ambiguous; Pasquier et al. 18 define it as 'a set of rules 462 .
479
Yet, the government must continue. The tools of 480 governance are therefore aimed at easing the participation 481 of more and more varied public of parties or of those with 482 interests (public representatives versus private lobbies, 483 political agents versus members of associations) in deci-484 sion processes that are more and more fragmented and 485 dispersed and at the same time less and less certain. This is 486 the rupture of the governmental approach to public affairs 487 by hermetic administrative and political devices, and the 488 upsurge of questions of local democracy in the manage-489 ment procedures of people and organizations. 490 Governance involves the participation of players 491 with heterogeneous preferences in the decision process, Analyzing conflict events necessitates data on actual conflicts so as to be able to empirically measure the opposition phenomena, the modes of expression of conflicts, their causes, origins or the solutions proposed to end them. However, the data related to conflicts is scarce or incomplete for two main reasons: the little interest taken until the year 2000, in this question, as well as the complexity of the conflicts-conflicts which find expression in various modes (tribunals, media coverage, and demonstrations)-make it difficult to represent conflicts and require the input of various disciplines for their definition. The analysis of conflicts can only be conducted on the basis of information collected from different sources.
In France, as in other countries, there is no system of statistics on conflicts related to the use of land and territorialized resources (landscapes, etc.). A group of INRA, CNRS, and university researchers in different fields (economics, sociology, geography, and social-psychology), among whom the authors of this article, have developed-with public financial support-a database on land-use conflicts that occur in the French territories. It is original and responds to a desire to make an exhaustive inventory of the conflicts, and is fed by three different types of sources: the Daily Regional Press, civil disputes, and qualitative surveys. The data from the first two sources are made compatible by a common nomenclature and common variables, developed collectively and which are combined to data related to the socio-economic context. The scale used is the commune (or town/ municipality).
-The definition of land use and neighboring conflict rests on three elements: The distinction between conflicts and tensions. In relation to tension, a conflict implies the crossing of a qualitative threshold, corresponding to the engagement of the parties in a conflictual relation and aims to give credibility to their positions. Engagement implies a cost-which may be financial or hedonistic-and which can take different forms: Actions at law, bringing the matter to the attention of the public authorities or of the civil service representatives; Mediatization (bringing the matter to the attention of the media, press, radio, and television); Assault or verbal confrontation; the destruction of property or infrastructures, Putting up visible signals (signs forbidding access, fences and gates, etc.). -The spatial dimension of land use conflict. Land use conflicts concern a physical good; they arise between neighbors, around the use of localized support material, or immaterial goods; They have an institutional dimension in that they are determined by both the actions of local and supra local authorities and by the rules they introduce. -Materiality. The conflicts we are interested in are related to a materiality of the actions that have taken place or are anticipated. The oppositions between people or groups of people refer to concrete objects, to technical acts that are taking place or will take place and imply concrete actions. -Development and infrastructure projects have been identified as the material objects triggering conflict: installation of a mobile telephone relay station, construction of a road, etc. This material object can be formulated in legal terms in a different register, for example, when the petitioners protest against a decision to modify a local urban development plan the ultimate purpose of which is to allow for the construction of an infrastructure. The documentary base enables us to identify the material object of each conflict and the juridical field of the motion.
The overall structure of the Conflicts © database is based on three main data tables: -A table containing the variables relative to the geographical locations of the conflicts (in relation to a municipality, a community of municipalities, or a département) -A table indicating the variables describing the conflicts per se, that is, the cross sectional categories-which are identical whatever the source of the survey, and the categories relative to a context of observation (The legal categories defining, for example, the nature of a request made to a jurisdiction.); -And finally a table providing information about the profile of the actors involved.
